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THE RELATTOHNSHIP OF THE ADULT BASTC EDUCATION
STUDENT'S AUTHORITARIAN ATTITUDE AND HIS LEARNING POTENTIAL

PROBLEM

The basic assumption is that the adult basic education student possesses

authoritarianism (i.e., dogmatism) to a degree which inhibits his learning of reading
(and consequently of writing, of making basic computation, and comaumnicating).

The imvortance of this study is.that this disadvantage adult is of low educational

attainment and thusly has zreat difficulty meeting economic énd social nceds of modern
society 1 (i.e., is deprived of oppertunities for personal development, participaﬁion
in community affairs, and employment, and number 25 million in the U,S.A.z:3 because
of his authoritarian attitude),

PROGRAMS OF ADULT 3ASIC EDUCATICH FUNDED UNDLR TITLE ITI-B OF THZ M"ECONCMIC
OPPORTUNITY ACT" ARYE INTHEWDED TO DEVALOP EDUCATIONAL AKD DINOCRATIC SCCIAL SKILLS WHICH
WILL HELP 1[EST THEZ DZIANDS OF MODERE DIXOCRATIC SOGIETY,A IJOT A 1MODLERN AUTHORITARIAN
SCCIATY, /

PURPOSE

A I M At Mt P B

descriptive study) that the adult basic education student has the authoritarian attitude

to a high degree and that a more educated comparative group (a group of graduate students)
possesses the authoritarian attitude to a lesser degree, maiking their learning less
inhibited.
DEFINITICN OF TERIS

The adult basic education student is of low socilo-economic status, is an illiterate
or a functional illiterate, is under-or unemployed, and is most freguently the recipient
of public assistance.5

Function illiteracy is related to low educational attainment as measured by the
number of years of school completed,6 and frequently functional illiterates have no

alternative for choice of employment, An illiterate is defined as a person who can not

rezd or write a simple message either in fnglish or any other language (i.e., the ability
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to read and write 1s now sharéd by nearly all U,S.A, citizens 14 years and older, the
illiterates being concentrated mostly in the older age groups).7

General characteristics of authoritarianism in the functional illiterates and
illiterates are as follows:

(1) ALIZMATION - a feeling of being victimized by forces beyond their control

| (i.e., a breeding grotnd for his authoritarian tendencies).’

(2) AVCIDANCE OF A FEARED STIIIULUS - This night account for the violent resistance

encountered when educators try to bring education to illiterates.1o

11

(3) HOSTILITY TOJARD AUTHORITY,

12
(4) TIITHDRAWAL,

(5) IHSTRUCTOR IS JUDGED AS FSARFUL ~ The greater the effort to bring education to
the functional illiterate or illiterate, the more fear is generated in the

13

prospective student,
| 1
(6) TFEELINGS OF SHYNZSS AMD DISABILITY, b
(7) REJICTION TO DEAVELOP INTELLECTUALLY - Although they exhibit considerable
15

interest in vocational training,
4
(8) UNUSUAL SENSITIVITY TO WON-VERBAL FORMS OF COI-EHUNICATION.'6
(9) M“LIVE FOR TODAY" PHILOSOPHY - have little concept of long range planning in
17

their lives,
(10) NESD FCR STM.*US.18
(11) TENDAENCY TO LOSE II\ITEREST.W

IN THIS STUDY, AUTHORITARIANISM WILL Bi COHSIDERED AS SYMCHYHOUS WITH DOGMATISM,

EVEN THOUGH THE TWO CONCEPTS WILL BE SHOWN TC BE FACTORIALLY DIFFERENTIATED.
SAMPLING PROCEDURES
To recapitulate, this study's purpose is an'attempt to show that the higher an
indi&idual proceeds in his education, the less authoritarian he becomes, as measured by
Rokeach's Dogmatism Scale (i.e., DS).2O

The personality characteristic measured by the DS instrument was authoritarianism.

— 4 Sk ki ot o




The pqpulationvconsisted'of 96 functional (male. arnd female) illiterates, ages 20 to

60 years of age, and 36 graduate (elementary, secondary, and adult education) students

enrolled in a "research methods" class, ages from 20 to 60 ycars of ages.,

The functional illiterate tock on the average of one hour to complete the question-

naire; the graduate student took on the average of 20 minutes to complete the guestiomnaire,
Questionnaires were given to the following instructors to supervise the procedure of
answering the questiommaire in a claésroom situation, with the exception of Ir, V. Bryant
(who allowed his students to answer the questiomnaire in their homes ) $
(1) Dr. HcGrath, Adult Zducation Dept,., Arizona State University, Tempe, Arizona,

(2) ¥r, H.P, 3enninser, ABZ supervisor at South Mountain High School, Phoenix.

(3) ¥r, Filliam Hooks, Iducation Specialist, Operation LZAP, 302 ilest Vashington
St,, FPhoenix, fArizona,

(4) ¥r. &, Lindsey, Director of the Tucson State ABE Division, Tucson, Arizona.
JJ J J

(5) Mr, V. Bryant, ABZ supervisor at Franklin Zlementary School, iesa, Arizona.

(6) ¥r. Charles Ruetten, idult. Learning Center, Fhoenix, Arizona.

The c¢elimitations of this report limits this research to non-parametric statistics

. . . . . . 21 .
being that the Rokeach questiomnaire deals with categories.” As a consequence, the "Chi-
test for Significance" will be applied to test the prediction that the adult basie
education student's authoritarianism is of a high degree and that of the graduate student's

authoritarisnism is low, by comparing of scores of the two different groups. Secondly,

samples of this descriptive study can not be generalized to the population., Therefore,

: 22
the significance obtained is applicable only to each individual group of the six groups.P

REVIEY OF LITERATURE
In 1950, Adorno et al, initiated ‘a causal~-comparative descriptive study of 1518
subjects, using thelr "I" scale questionnaire of L6 items to detecriine measurement of
antiderocratic trends, by having the subjects check a particular category of answer
(which was given a quantitative item no. of +1, 2= 43, ~1, =2, etc,) The "F" scale had

23

the following clusters of items:




(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)
(6)

(7)
(8)
(9)

, -l -

conventionalism ~ rigid adherence to conventional, middle-class values. !
authoritarian submission - submissive, uncritical atbtitude toward moral
authorities in a group.

authoritarian aggression - tendency to be on the lookout for, and to condemn,
reject, and punish pceople who violate conventional wvalues,

anti~intraception - opposition to the subjective, the imaginative, the tender-
rninded,

superstition and stereotypy -~ the disposition'to think in rigid categories.
power and "toughness" - identification with power figures; preoccupation with
the leader-follower dimension,

destructiveness and cynicism - generalized hostility.,

»rojectivity - believing that dangerous things go on in the world,

sex~exarrerated c oncern with sexual "goings-on,™

Reliability of the "F" scale is represented in the following TABLE, where only 779

of the subjects are represented; however, the over-all mean of the 1518 subjects is also

g,.,riven.a+
RELIABILITY OF THEZ “F" SCALE
Group N DReliability lean 5.0, Range
Georze ‘lashington Univ, Women 132 o Bl 3.51 .90 142 = 544
California Service Club Men 63 Ol L,08 1.03 1.8 - 7.0
liiddle~Class “en . 69 « 92 3.69 1.22 143 = 6.7
Middle-Class Vomen 154 . 93 3.62 1.26 Tel = 6.7
Vorking~Class Yen 61 .83 Le19 1.18 1.8 = 6,9
Yorking~-Class Tomen 53 97 3.86 1,67 1.3 = 6.6
Los fngeles Hen 117 «92 3,68 1.17 1.1 = 6.0
Los Angeles ‘omen 130 91 349 1.13 1.2 = 5.8
Kean 779 .91 3.76 1.20 1.3 = bu4
Over-all mean 1518 .90 3.84 1,10 1.4 ~ 6.3
Age and bime variable were not mentioned in this study; but the findinrs reveal that,

since a reliability of ,90 may be interpreted, then the "I secale can vlace individuals
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along an antidemocratic~democratic continuum (with a small margin of error).25

In Siegel's 1956 study, an attempt was made to determine the authoritarian person-
ality's disposition toward hostility., Using two indewendent populations (i.e., 60 white
male students enrolled in elementary psychology and 60 white male vetorans selected for
treatment at a menuval hygiene clinic), two tests of hostility were applied to both groups
(i.e., an objective test called the Manifest Hostility écale (FHS) and a projective test,
the Rorshach Content test of Hostiliﬁy (RCT-h), The MHS results were consistent with the
expectations sugrested by the literature (i.e., authori%arian groups obtain the highest
hostility~score means), As the IS has yet to be independently verified, it was possible
that this scele was less valid than the RCT-h, Interestingly, the RCT-h showed no
statistical significant correlations between authoritarianism and hostility AND THIS TEST

HAD BiEX REPCRTED VALID.26

Since Rokeach's (196C) major publication,27 the concept of authoritarianism and the
Dogmatism Scale (DS), which determines the degree of authoritarianism, seeums to have been
validated in diverse studies.zs’ 295 30, 31, 32, 33, 3ky 35.

The DS theory of Rckesch is based upon the concept BULILF-DISEILIEF SYSTEM, ‘Lhe
"belief system" represents what a person accepts as accepted truths AT A GIVAN TIME.

LThe "disbelief system" represents a person's disbeliefs; it is further conceived as
several disbelief subsystems, .JICH VARY IN DRGRIE OF SIMILARITY TO THE BELIEF SYSTEM,
For example, people with different beliei's often have to cooperate with each other.36

The Eelief-Disbelief System can be conceived of fhree layers CRGANIZED ALIONG A
CEHTRAL~PLRIPHIERAL DIMENSION:37 |

(1) Central region - are a person's primitive beliefs. ZIvery person may be assuned

to have forrmed éarly in life some act of beliefé about the world he lives in,
the validity of which he does not question and, in the ordinary course of
events, 1s not prepared to guestion,

(2) intermediate region - are beliefs concerned with the nature of positive and

negative authority. Authorities are the intermediaries to whom we turn for

information to supplement what we cannot obtain for curselves,
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(3) peripheral region - represented are each and every beiief and disbelief
emanabing from a positive or negative authority. For example, favorable or
unfavorable beliefs about such things as birth control, the Nixon adminis-
tration, and the theory of expression, THE SPECIFIC CONTENT OF PERIPHARAL
BELIEFS AND DISBELIZFS WILL VARY FRCH PArSON TO PuRSON,

Rokeach assumes all information impinging upon a person must be processed or coded
so that it is rejected or fitved into'the belicf-disbelief syctem, The aubthor assumes
that initial screening begins with compatibility of priﬁitive beliefs, This results in
rejection or narrowing out of this information so that nothing can be done with it.38

Rokeach gave the DS instrument to 80 British college students, 60 British workers,
and to 80 Amgrican Veterans in a domiciliary. The following table constituting these

220 subjects perhaps will clarify findings of Rokeach's 4O item DS instrument applied

to these three grom;ns:B9
ITumber
Form of Group No, of Relia~ Mean 5,D.
Ttems - Cases bility
E 40 British Inglish Students 80 81 152.8 2642
B 5,0 British VWorker 60 .78 175.8 26,0

=

DS findings reveal: (1) that high and low authoritarian subjects differ consistently
and in a sbtatistically significant manner on most of the 40 items, and (2) that the mean
dogmatism score for the Bribish workers 1s considerably larger than for the British
students (THIS DIFFERENCE IS HIGHLY SIGNIFICANT), and (3) that only the American group
of the aged, destitute, veteran group score} about as high as the British workers.ho

Thrlich (1961) attempted to test “wo hypotheses, highly relevant to student
authoritarianism and sbudent learning, which were:h1

(1) Dogmatism is inversely related to the degree of learning in a classroom situation,

(2) The predicted relabionship between dogmatism and learning is independent of

academic aptitude.

An original sample of 100 students in introductory socioleozy cources were given
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Rokeach's 40 item Dogmatism Scale and the Ohio State Psychological “aminstion prior or
during the first week of the academic gquarter, A final test in woclology was given

during the last week of the quarter (a lag of 10 weeks after the £irst D3)., Five months

WwiERE
after the giving of the first DS, a second DS and sociology test #*mailed to the

original subjects., Of 62 that were returned, only 57 were com.pﬁLe’t:z-z.l’2
The findings show that the subjects low in dogmatism who had entered the sociology
classes, had a higher level of learning, learned more as a result of classroom exposure,

and retained this information to a significantly greater degree than the more dogmatic

43

subjects, Comseguently, both hypotheses seemed confirmed.

Trunkin (1961) wanted to tesc the following three hypotheses on his 135 students
L,

registered in his sociology courses in the Spring of 1960:
(1) There exists a relationsﬁip between dogmatism (as measuréd by Rokeach's 40
item, Dogmatic Scale) and sociology grades (i.e., significant difference
exists in sociology grades between high and low dogmatic students).
(2) There is a relationship between dogmatism and social class (as measured by

the Hollingshead-Redlich Index of Social Position), i.e., there are significant

differences in social status between high and low dogmatic students,

(3) There is a relationship between dogmatism and values (as measured by the study
of values), i.e., there are significant differences in values existing between
high and low doguatic students, Thusly, 17 of the highest and 17 of the
lowest scores in Rokcach's DS were chosen to confirm Frumiin's second hypothesis,

Findings were as i‘ollows:l*5

(1) all three hypotheses were confirmed:

(a) hypothesis I - being that the 17 most dogmatic had a mean of 183.94 and
that the 17 least dogmatic had 110,18, the difference was a one-tailed
significance %o the ,01 level,

'he high dogmatic sroup scored a mean of 168,12 for the term's sociology
tést; the least dogmatic group scored 187,06, The difference was

significant to the .01 level,

(b) hypothesis IT - The high dogmatic group obtained a mean score of 63.39,
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the low dogmatic a score of 53.82 (i.e., the lower the score, the higher

the social class position).

(¢) hypothesis III - the higher dogmatic grdup was found to be higher in

economic and religious values than the lower dogmatic group.

Christensen (1963) attempted fo validate Ihrlich's hypotheses with a random sample

of 166 students in his introductory psychology course. ‘he hypotleses we:r'e:l”6

. (1) Dogmatism is inversely related to classroom learning,
(2) Dogmatism is more closely related to the ability to symthesize as neasured by
an essay test, rather than the ability to analyze as measured by multiple choice,

(3) Dogmatism and academic aptitude are independent.

One hundred and sixty-six students of a college of education were randomly selected.
The ACE (4merican Council on Pducation Psychological Ixamination) was given before the

‘term, Rokeach's DS instrument was given midway through the term. Issay and multiple~

cholce tests measuring learning of the introductory psychology course were administered

toward the end of the term, The results were as follows:47

(1) Dogmatism scores DID JIOT correlate significantly with ACE OR the psychology tests.

I

(2) 'The only IHypothesis confirmed was Christensen's third.

vhite, Alter, and Rarden's study (1965) attempted to assess the proposition that

subjects should differ in the manner that they classify stimuli which have high relevancy

to the authoritarian symdrome, than how they classify stimuli of low relevancy.h8
The D5 instrument was administered to 410 college subjects of an introductory

psychology course. 24 subjects were selected (i,e., 12 scoring in the upper 15% and 12

scoring in the lower 15%)., The stimuli (for the subjects) used were 149 occupations

(ranging from "street cleaner" to "university president" and 149 undesirable social acts |

(ranging from "fishing without a license" to having incestuous relations with one's paren%?.
Their finding indicated that high scorers (i.e., high in suthoritarianism) uéed feve
and broader categories in their judgement of stimuli with high relevance to the authori-
tarian syndrone,
Kerlingor and Rokeach (1966) administered the "F" and "D" scales to 1239 subjects to

determine the factorial nature of both scales (using the first-order analysis with oblique

S i b 4 et fs o r mB (ML ibh bt A ek S T FSE 8 st b Hrn e+ L b R S AR A Y BB | ok 1. it




-9 -

!

rotations and second-order analysis'of the first-order correlations) and to determine
vhether authoritarianism and dogmatism are separate en.‘c:'ﬁc,."}.es.5‘i
Their findings 3’.Jr1dica’c,ed:52 (1) D3 factors are characterized as item clusters that
sre readily labeled with Rokeach's variable names, and (2) "F" and "D" scales are
factorially discriminable, even though both are measures of authoritarianism,
Warr, lee, and Jg}eskog (1969) attempted to verify Ferlinger and Rokeach's findings

of 1966 with SEVIRAL factor—analytic,techniques.53 In their firgst study, Jgreskog's method

(1963), which yields a least-squares solution without prespecifying comrunality values,

was applied to the 69x69 matrix of product moﬁent correlations generated by the 1239
subjects in the Kerlinger and Rokeach study, RESULTS TMDICATED 12 SIGHIFICANT FACTRS,
which were sﬁ%mitted to a varimax rotation, Iight of the 10 (obliquely rotated) factors,
described in Kerlinger and Rokeach's study were exactly repeated in the Varr, lee, and |
Jgreskog orthogonal rotation, The authors next carried out separate "I" and "D" scale ‘
analysis, using Jg}eskogfs methods and varimax rotations; ﬁerlinger apd Rokeach's findings

were again upheld.BLF In the second study, the "F" and "D" scales were applied to 42i

graduate and undergraduate students at Princeton University, and the 70x70 intercorre-
lation matrix was analyzed as before., Their findings in both studies validated the 1966
findings of Ferlinger and Rokeach,”?

Miller (1965) attempted to test three h}f‘;.uo’c,heses:56 (1) Icast attitude change is
predicted under high levels of both involvement and dogmatism; (2) Host attitude change
is predicted under low levels of both; and (3) intermediate attitude change is predicted
under the two hl zh and low combinations of eache The subject's dogmatism and initial
position on fluoridation vere the variables., Half of subjects became involved in
discussions on a relevant issue (fluoridation) and half on irrelevant issues (math and
science), Attitude and attitude of acceptance on both fluoridation and math and science
were then measured, Of 800 high school students who were pre-tested for dogmatism and
for attltudes toward fluoridation, those falling above and below the 75th and 25th
percentile were recruited and randomly assigned to one of the invelvement conditions
y.57 .58

(or discussion groups).”’’ Findings 1ndlcate4tha




(1) High involvement and high dogmatism reduced communicétion persuasiveness {
(HYPOTHESIS I CONFIRMED).'

(2) Low involvement and low dogmatism produced the predicted effects on attitude
change (HYPOTHESIS IT CONFIRMID), |

(3) Dogmatism was unrelated to latitudes of acceptance (HYPOTHESIS IIT IOT CONFIRILID)

The DIz OF INTISGRATION of the forementioned review of literature is expressed in
a chronological arrangement of studies, from the most remote to the most recent, with the
exceptién of the last study which, in a sense, synthesizes past findings and generates
implications for the ABE instructor.

The SUMHARY of the forementioned review of literature expresses the relationship
between the student's authoritarianism and his learning potential. in 7 of the 10
reviewed studies, the DS instrument was valldated; in 2 of the 10 studies, the DS
instrument was factorially analyzed and verified; in 1 of the 10 studies, it was invali-
dated, After reviewing aé how the DS instrument was appliéd in various learning situations,

we can probably can conclude that a student high in authoritarianism inhibits his learning
potential,

PLAN

Apvropriateness of vlan is expressed in testing the prediction that the adult basie

education student has the authoritarian attitude to a high degree, which inhibits his
learning potential and that a more educated comparative group (a group of graduate
students enrolled in a "research methods" course) possesses the authoritarian attitude

to a lesser degree, making their learning less inhibited. Rokeach's Dogmatism Scale

(i.e., DS) was given to both groups,

The diacram and description of the research plan is illustrated in that each subject

ansvering the questionnaire was asked to answer with a check (V) on a continuun such as

follows:59

L. | | N ! |
AGREER AGRI AGREE DISAGRER DISAGRER DISAGRIE
a little on the whole  very much a little on the wvhole very much
From left to right, the six points on the continuum were graded +1 to -+b. 60

If a check (V) was between the specific points on the continuum, the check (V) falling
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mid-way was given the higher wvalue, otherwise the check () nearest to the point on the

continuun was given that pointt!s value., Perhaps the following illustrations will clarify:

| v 1 - This item was given a value of -2
AGREE . AGRER |
a little on the whole
oV | This item was given a value of +1 -
AGREE AGRER
a little on the whole

¢

Scores were then totaled for each person ansvering the questiomnaires, arranged from
Hi to lo accordiné to groups (the groupiof Dr, ¥cGrath, Bemninger, Ruetten and ILindsey,
Bryant and Hooks). Mbérath's group was compared first with Benninger's group, then with
Ruetten and Lindsey's group, then with Bryant and Hooks' group. ”

Common procedure was to call McGrath's group I and the comparative group II o1
(wvhether it be Benninger's, Ruetten and Lindsey's, or Bryant and Hooks!),

‘An established MEDIAN (MID-POINT) for group I and II was then established., After
arranging HeGrath's group I from Hi to Lo in column I, the comparative group II was
arranged from Hi to Lo for the individual scores. Then a third column (column III)
arranged group I and II scores, from Hi to Io, The mid-point in column III was clearly
designated BUT AS CONSIDURED AS BELOW THE IMID-POINT wVaN THOUGH IT WAS THE MID-POINT.62
McGrath's group‘had a total of 36 individual scores, Bemnninger's group Lad 36 individual
scires, The mid-point, or nedian would be 36436, or 72+2 and equalling 36, If the median
would have turned out to be, say 32,5, it would have been called 33. 63

I'rom here on, it was merely a grinding oubt process by substibuting cuantities into

the follov'ng process:éh
GROUP I GRCUP II
"TOrAL SCORLS! nittrg R P
ABOVE HID-POINT (4) (B)
WPOTAL SCORES! Hotitg ntig
DLLOW MID~POINT (C) (D)

_1(AD=RC=1/2)2

X?(Chi-test for significance )= '
| (843) (C4D) (4+C) (B-4D)

Note: if the AD-BC in the quantity (AD-BC-N/2)2 became a minus quantity, it should be
treated as a "plus!" quantity. It wasn't necessary in this study.

|

i
i
A

i




- 12 =
i

If the X° quantity was = or ? than a quantity in colum I, under DF, in TABLE "EM, -
then the prediction, that "dogmatism" was significant to the adult basic education
65

student, was confirmed at that particular "one tail" level,

The description of the instrument is incorporated in the diagram of the study plan,

The validation of the instrument is conclusively confirmed by the studies of Kerlinger

and Rokeach (1966) and of Warr, lee, and Jgreskog'(1969) in the review of literature,
AMATYSIS OF RESULTS

A1l one tail signifiéance of the following group coﬁparisons for the "Chi-test of

66

Significance" is based upon the following table of Fisher:

~ ABLE "EM

2 for the specei-

X* Table: P gives the probability of exceeding the tabulated value of X
fied numbcr of degrees of freedom (df). The values of X2 are printed in the body nf the

table,

df 0,95 0,90 0,80 0,70 0,50 0,30 0,20 0,10 0,05 0,02 0,01

1 0,00393 0,0158 0,0642 0,148 O0.455 1,074 1.642 2,706 3.841 5,412 6,635

Mapted from R,A, Fisher's Statistical lMethod for Research Workers, Cliver & Boyd,

by permission of publishers,

Interestingly, the lMcGrath-Benninger group comparison had a "Chi-test' significance
at the ,05 level, Both groups had an N=36, The mid-point of both colums when joined
and arranged from Hi to lo, was 147. Applying this mid-point to individual columns I and

II, this graduate student's calculations were:

¥ = H(AD-BC-li/2)? .
(778) (C+D) (AHC ) (BD) he352

Since 4.352 > 3,841 at .05 level in colum I under df in Fisher's table, X2 has a
one tall significance at this level,
) The MeCGrath-Bryant and Hooks! group comparison had a significance to the .20 level,

McGrath's group had an N of 36, and Bryant and Hooks!' group had an N of 30. The mid~point

of both groups when joined and arranged from Hi to Lo was 151, Applying this mid-point
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to the individual columns I and II, tlie calculations became:

e N(AD-BC/2)° - 1,740
(44B) (C+HD) (A+C) (B4D)

Since 1.740 > 1.642 at the .20 level in colunn I under df in Fisher's table, X
has a one tail significance at this level, |

The lcGrath-Nuetten and Lindsey group comparison had a significance to the ,20
level, lcGrath's group had an N of 36 and Ruetten and Lindsey's group had an N of 30,
The mid-point of bofh groups when Jjoined and arranged from Hi to lo was 151. Applying

this mid-point to the individual columns I and II, the calculatilons became:

- vP— ___H(AD-BC-N/2)? - 2,257
- | (448) (C+D) (£+C) (B+D)

Since 2.257 > 1,642 at .20 level in colum I under df in Fisher's table, X° has
one tail significance at this level,

By commarinz the icGrath Groun to the combined total of the other thrcée sroups, the

one tail significance was to the .05 level and very nearly reached the 02 level. McGrath's
group had an If of 36, and the combined groups had an N of 96, The mid-point of Hchath
and the combined groups, when joined and arranged from Hi’to Lo, was 145, Applying this
mid-point to the lc¢CGrath group and to the coubined groups, the calculations became:

. N(AD-BG-11/2)? = 5.0
X (243, {C+D) (4+C) (B+D) S

Since 5,025 3.841 at .05 level in colum I under df in Fisher's table, X° has a

one tail significance at this level,

DESCRIPTION AND THPLICATIONS

Sunmary and Conclusions based on evidence

The relationship between an adult education student's authoritarianism and his
learning potential must be understood in order to develop adeqguatc remedial curriculum
naberial, instructional methods, evaluation procedures, and programs, Of the 50 million
dollars appropriated for theAAdult Tducation Act for fiscal 1970, 4O million dollars has

been allocated for ABL prOQrams.67 That is a lot of money down the drain if the construct,

e e

e
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adult basic student authoritarianism, with its attributing characteristics of alienation,

withdrawal, feelings of shynens and disability, etc.68 18 not understood,

e A AT b o o e =

The conclusion of Adorno et al. that the "F" scale can place an individual along an

antidemocratic~democratic centinuum (with asmall margin of error) has significance for

spotting wour extreme right, fascistic type of student who not only inhibits his own
learning potential but is a potential threat to the learning potential of the majority of
the iearning group, inside and outside the classroom. Sicgel's idea of associating
authoritarianism with hostility is not new, and 1s in ﬁ&'opinion, easily velidated through
observation of those high in authoriterianism. Rokeach's finding, through use of the DS
‘nstrument, is monumental; his confirmed hypothesis that high and low authoritarian
subjects differ consistently and in a statistically significant manner on his 40 ditem DS
instrunent illustrates dramabically that a tool has been found to experimentally demon-
sprate what so many have surmised and desqriptively written about. ZEnrlich and Frumkin's
inmportance is that they applied Rokeach's tool to their particular classroom situations
and Turther validated the tool. Christensen's findings seem incongruent to previous
forementioned resesrch findings. TFor charity's sake and my lack of experience as a
rescarcher, I will end my comment on his findings ut this point. The findings of Vhite,
Alter, and Rarden's study indicated that those students high in auvthoritarianism used .
Tewer and broader categories in their judgement of stimuli haviﬁg high relevance to the
authoritarian syndrome (i.e., stimuli having low relevancy indicated no relationship to
the authoritarian syndrome), This finding reinforces the idea that an ABE instructor

69.

should project his image as a friend or guide, rather than a teacher~avthority ~ ., The
studies of Kerlinger and Rokeach and of VWarr, Iee and JgrOSkOg successfully attempted to
assess the "conbent" validity of the DS instrument through factor and cluster analysis,
The importance of these two studies was that they revealed that the real areas of'
authoritarianism (or the DS instrument) were tapped. In conclusion, the findings of
Miller validated that least attitude change is predicted under high levels of both

involvement and dogmatism and that most attitude change is predicted under low levels of

both involvement and dogmatism, HMiller's validated findings would seem to indicate that
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the ABE instructors should stfucture their relationship to the student on a professional

basis, cspecially in determining student goals, sub~-goals, and personalized instruction,

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(1)

Limitations of Findings

The instrument, in one knowm group case, was taken home to be answered,
indicating lack of control of close supervision and perhaps the questionnaire
oeing answered by other than subject.

Questionnaires completed and returned, as acceptable, revealed participant scores
cannot be generalized for all adult basie education students (i.e., oo many
internal and external threats to validity).

Since various administrators of questionnaires were involved, supervision of

subjects in answering questionnaires could easily have been influenced by
factors as fatigue, carelessness, interest in project, etc.

Sauality of ability of the group of adult basic education students to answer

the questionnaire wasn't verified because questionnaires were mailed to
aprropriate authorities and returned by these authorities. Knowledge of subjects
by researcher was limited to the exbent that questionnaires vwould supposedly be
given to 9th-12th grade level ABE students or those students preparing themselves
for the G,%,D, test,

Hortality rate of subjects in answering questionnaire in some groups, was
especially high, indicating that acceptable questionnaires [rom these zroups
were favorable to teacher or to questiomnaire, thus producing biased results.

Ihis groduate student has no idea to what extent the administer of the question-
naire sensitized the subjects to participate., THUS, GEISRALIZATION OF THIS
RIESEARCH CAN HOT BHE MADE,

Lhe mere fact that subjects participated in answering the questionnaire could

put heavy weight upon the "Horthorns iffect," depending as to the questionnaire

*

instructional procedures by the administrator of the guestionnaire,

Strenchts of Study

The review of literature attempted to develop its narrative as 2 seguential

series of studies, from the remote to the most recent,
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(3)

(1)

(5)

(6)
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i

The review of literature at-empted to use the criteria of continuity; thus,
ordering individual research experimental firdings in a hopefully orderly manner

to maximize the prediction of the individual rescarch project,

A sample of instructions for the cuestionnaire and of the questionnaire's contehts;
was introduced into the contegg.to contribute to the reéder's flow and clarity

of thought.

The description of Rokeach's Dogmatic Scale was appropriately described in the
context, even though the complete questionnaire, or instrument, is included in

the APPINDIX,

The explanation of the calculations used for the prediction with the "Chi-test

for significance" is contained in the context,

—

Rokeach's theoretical basis for his Dogmatism Scale was hopefully and sensibly
covered in the context, making the questionnaire a sensible, understandable

instrument in the APPENDIX,

Jmnlizations for Future Research

Future research should look toward the following:

(1)

(=)

(3)

(4)

The DS instrument though confirmed by diverse studies; should be made more
simplified with less items éo that the ABE student can more casily answer it,
Siegel's hypothesis, using the analysis of the Manifest Hostility Scale (MHS),
that groups HIGH in the dimension of authoritarianism had greater OVIERT hostiliby
than groups LOW in authoritarianism, should be experimentally validated in
further studies,

Wy was Chfistenscn's research incongruent with previous and later research (i.e.,
His DS scores DID IOT correlate significantly with the.ﬁmérican Council on

iducation Psychologi&al dzamination or his final course tests in psychology)?

Why Hiller's third hypothesis, that intermediate attibude change is predicted

under the combinations of the two high levels of involvement and dogmatism and

the two low levels of involvement and dogmatism, was not confirmed (i,e., in
SEEMED

other words, involvement and dogmatism wewe unrelated to latitudes of acceptance

of attitudinal change).
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~ RIGHT CR WRONG ANSWERS,

PURPOSE OF STUDY

This study attempts to determine what the general public thinks and feels about
certain important social and political issues. Many different and opposing points of
view are possible. Whether you agree or disagree with any statement, you can be sure
tthat many people feel the same, There is no right or wrong answer to statements in
this study,
| INSTRUCT IONS

PLEASE, DO NOT SIGH THIS PAPER, PLEASE, MAKE CNLY ONE GHECK (v/) PER ANSIER,
PLEASE, PUT CHECK (v) ABOVE AGREE OR DI%AGRLE, NOT BETVIERN THOM, PLEASE, MAKE CERTAIN
AFTER ANSWLRING QUESTIONNAIRE THAT YOU ANSHERED ALL THE WUASIIONS., Mark each line which
follows a statement with a check (v) according to how much you agree or disagree, The
illustration below should clarify:

An office worker and a laborer have just about nothing in common.

il 4 _ o I Al
AGREE AGREE AGREE DISAGRER DISAGREE DISAGRER
a little on the whole very much a little on the whole very much

If you agr=e, you would check (V) one of the three points on the above line where
' AGREE appears, If you disagree, you would check one of the points on the above line
where DISAGREL appearse

PLEASE CONTINUE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS IF YOU HAVE NO QUESTIONS; HOWEVER, BE
CAREFUL, DO NOT RELATE ONE STATEMENT WITH OTHER STATEMENTS. ALSO, PLEASE RESPOND TO
EACH STATLMLNT WITH A CHECK (v) EVEN THOUGH YOU HAVE TO GUESS, Iﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ. THERE ARE NO

1. The United States and Russia have just about nothing in common,
! S | | - | | 1
! i J ' ) T

2, The highest form of government is a democracy and the highest form of democracy is
- a government run by those who are the most intelligent,

1 4

i

T i T

3. Even though freedom of speech for all groups is a worthwhile goal, it is unfortu-
nately necessary to restrict the freedom of certain political groups.

} - [}
) | ‘

¢
L A [ 1 [ L
I T | L T 3

L, It is only natural that a person would have much better acquaintance with ideas he
believes in than with ideas he opposes,

! ] L ' ] |
' I 1 i |

T

5¢ Man on his own is a helpless and miserahle creature,

[ | | 1
] ] - : ¥ -1

- -
-+

6. It is very foolish to advocate government support of religion,

1 L b
! i f

—
—

|
-1

tlobe: Ttems 6, 13, 20, 27, 34 and 41 are not part of Rokeach's 40 item guestionnaire,
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Fundamentally, the world we live in is a pretty lonesome place,

l

8,

. | a ! ' l
AGREE AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE DISAGRIE
little on the whole very much a little on the whole very much

Most people just don't give a "damn" for others,

| 1 | { { i
T T

T T T ¥

9¢ I would like it if I could find someone who would tell me how to solve my
personal problems,
| L ] | ! ]
¥ r L L} 1 0
10, It is only natural for a persocn to be rather fearful of the future.
] ' § ! ' | |
N ' ! ' U T . |
- 111, There is so much to be done and so little time to do it in.
| | 1 N 1l |
% T T T I 1 T
122 Once I get wound up in a heated discussion I just can not stop,
] .. [ | | | [
| T f ¥ T I T
13, You just can not help but feel sorry for the person who believes that the world
could exist without a Creator, ,
| [ L ! ] |
‘f | 1 1 | 1]
14 In a discussion I often find it necessary to repeat myself several times to
nake sure I am being understocd,
! (- L N . 1 L
T ] J J ' !
15, In a heated discussion I generally become so absorbed in what I am going to say
that I forget to listen to what the others are saying.
! 1 | 1 i i
. L Y ¥ I ] ¥
16, It is better to be a dead hero than to be a live coward,
| ! . ! { | ]
i ] | ) | | |
17, While I do not like to admit this even to myself, my secret ambition is to
become a great man, like Einsteen, or Bethoven, or Shakeaspeare,
L' | L L I !
0 ¥ 1 4 ) |
18, The main thing in life is for a person to want to do something important,

{ ' L | 4 4
! ’ T { 1 1
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If given the chance I would do something of great benefit to the world,

19.
L I ] | ) |
AGREE AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGRER DISAGREE
a littie on the whole very much a little on the whole very much
20, A person must Be pretty stupid if he believes that the United States started
the Vietnam War,
[ | | ] ] |
¥ } ' L L]
21, In the history of mankind there have probably been just a handful of really
great thinkers,
I | 1 l l 4
1 T T 1 I Y
22, There are a number of people I have come to hate because of the things they
stand for, :
! ! ] 1 ) [
¥ T 1 1 — - L
23, A man who does not believe in some great cause has not really lived,
! | | i ! i
L} L] 1 | ) ¥
24, It is only when a person devotes himself to an ideal or cause that life becomes
meaningful,
] i | 1 ! 4
LI ) V | ¥ L4 .
25 Of all the different philosophies which exist in this world there is probably
only one which is correct,
| ! 1 4 ! 1
¥ | I | ! '
26, A person who gets enthusiastic about too many causes is likely to be @ pretty
"rishy-washy" sort of persori,
[ L | ; \ N
T T I 1 i ’ ]
27, It is foolish to think that the Democratic Party is really the party of the
common man, |
[ 1 ] ] | |
L) ] | 1 o 1 )
28, To compromise with our political opponents is dangerous because it usually
leads to the betrayal of our own side,
} ! L ] § ]
| LS 1 | 1 |
29, VWhen it comes to differences of opinion in religion we must be careful not to
compromise with those who believe differently from the way we do,
] l i § —_— ! |
1 T ) 1 B i |
30, In times like these, a person must be pretty selfish if he considers primarily

his own happiness,

]
i

i { ! | $
! V —




31, The worst crime a person could comnit is to attack publicly the people who
believe in the same thing he does,
3 o | ] l L
AGREE AGRER AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE
a little on the whole very much a little on the whole very much
32, In times like these it is often necessary to be more on guard against ideas
put out by people or groups in one's ouwn camp than by those in the opposing camp,
| .. | —— I — L 1
¥ i ¥ ' V b
33, A group which tolerates too much differences of opinion among its own members
cannot exist for long.
J | | f L ]
T L 1 - i I
34, Thoughtful persons know that the "Hippies" are not really interested in
democracy., ‘
| ' [ | i — 1 — i
T L] . } T P
" 35, There are two kinds of people in this world: those who are fer the truth and
those who are against the truth,
} | J l | 1
1 _ T /| ~ I | T
36, My blood boils whenever a person stubbornly refuses to admit he is wronge
1 | | } L |
L T 1 | 1 T r
37. A person who thinks primarily of his own hgppiness is beneath contempt,
! | | K | ' {
1 1 1 ! ' !
#8, Most of the ideas which get printed nowadays are not wobth the paper they are
: printed on,
4 | l 1 ] 1 |
[} ol 1 ! L LI
39, In this complicated world of ours the only way we can know what is going on is
to rely on leaders or experts who can be trusted.
| | A | 3 L
¥ ' v 1 L =T
LO, It is often desirable to reserve judgement about what is going on until one
has had a chance to hear the opinions of those one respects,
1. l | : | L i
) | T L T |
L1, It is already crystal-tdear that the United Nations is a failure,
| -1 | | \ |
{ [} ' ¥ » ¥ ]
42, In the long run the best way to live is to pick friends and associates whose

tastes and beliefs are the same as one's oun,

i
T

. -

1 4

q'

B T T .
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43. The present is all too often full of unhapiness, It is only the future that

counts, ,
J ! A [ L T
AGREE AGRIE AGREE DISAGRELR DISAGRER DISAGRELE
a little on the whole very much a little on the whole very much

L4, If a man is to accomplish his mission in life it is sometimes necessary to
gamble "all or nothing at all”,

1. } |- v | -4 !
| v } y 1 '

L5,  Unfortunately, a good many people with whom I have discussed important social
and moral problems don't really understand what is going on.

\ ) L | ] 1

! b ' L ' T v
L6, Most people just don't know what is good for them.

$ —— 4 4 i { 4

L) L ] ¥ ¥ v
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